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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the Applicant's response filed 6/04/07. 

As indicated in Applicant's response, claims 1-2, 10-11, 18 have been amended. Claims 
1-22 are pending in the office action. 

Double Patenting 

2. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine 
grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or 
improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible 
harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting rejection 
is appropriate where the conflicting claims are not identical, but at least one examined 
application claim is not patentably distinct from the reference claim(s) because the examined 
application claim is either anticipated by, or would have been obvious over, the reference 
claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re 
Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re LongU 759 F.2d 887, 225 
USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re 
Vogel 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 
USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) or 1.321(d) may 
be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting 
ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to be commonly owned 
with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of activities undertaken within the 
scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 CFR 
3.73(b). 

3. Claims 8, 1 8 are provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type 
double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 4, 12, 19 of copending Application No. 
10,676,374 (hereinafter '374). 

Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from 
each other because of the following example of conflicting claims. 
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As per instant claim 8, copending '374 claim 4 recites a first data model being used to 
derive an API and employing the API to access development objects. But c 374 claim 4 does not 
explicitly recite (i) first model defining development objects as building blocks for the 
application; (ii) generate intermediate objects therefrom and (iii) using the set of intermediate 
objects as inputs to generate the API, the model including (iv) a language extension used to 
implement a feature of the API such as an indication of a file border. 

However, '374 claim 4 recites a variation of the language teaching limitations (i) and (ii) 
via the recital of 'defining file borders comprising identifying of development objects to be 
included in a file ... in the data model . . . to be children of the main . . .object that are not 
identified as main... objects', the intermediate objects being added objects to the file of the main 
object including development objects defined in the data model. As for (iii)-- using the set of 
intermediate objects as input for the API generating — '374 claim 4 includes file storing user- 
defined code associated with the main development object; and for one skill in the art, having a 
definition file (see '374 claim 4) in light of objects being defined in '374 claim 3 - i.e. one of 
ordinary skill would recognize these defined objects as well-known GUI components of an 
application interface, API - to necessarily support user's development via instantiating one such 
API for accessing model objects; and this as a whole would be equivalent to (iii), or otherwise 
obvious variation thereof. As for the customizable extension comprising a file border indication 
referred to as (iv), this is suggested in '374 reciting of 'defining file borders for development', 
and storing development objects in a repository based on the file borders, and accessing these 
objects via the API (*); so that one skill in the art would be motivated to provide an extension 
structure obtained from the repository (e.g. template builder) in the course of the API derivation 
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with utilizing of information in the '374 stored file-based repository for the derivation. That is, 
the information thus extended (e.g. via a template builder) from the stored model/repository 
regarding a particular file border identity would be used to support the creation of API parameter 
or attributes which would be needed to access the very components stored from the* 6 3 74 defining, 
of file borders, as purported by the endeavor described as (*) from the above. 

As per instant claim 18, c 374 claims 12 and 19 also recite an analogous language 
expressing receiving in a development metHod a model representing blocks for developing an 
application (being generated, repository storing development in a data model), deriving a API 
based thereon; and use the API to perform operations on a development object (e.g. API 
incorporating the feature defined by the model customizable extension during development of 
the application; OR API to access development objects). 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the conflicting 
claims have not in fact been patented. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 2-3, 1 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. 
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Specifically, claim 2 recites 'wherein the set of intermediate objects is generated using 
the second model'; this is no description any where in the Specifications enabling this. That is, 
not a single process in which generation of a set of intermediates clearly entails 'using the second 
model', e.g. the second model being an XML form; but rather, there is teaching that the set of 
intermediate objects are first based on the first model when generated, then serve as inputs to 
derive the API leading to creation of the second model. It is clearly stated that the set of 
intermediate objects creation is not utilizing this second model (Specifications, pg. 6, top), and 
this would make sense because by the time these intermediate objects were first created, the 
second model had not yet been created. The lack of description amounts to either a lack of 
description, an added new subject matter, and as such, it is deemed that the inventor has no 
possession of such limitation. Therefore, the limitation will be treated as broadly as possible 
given no patentable weight and very few merits; e.g. these intermediate have no direct effect on 
or from the second model. 

Claims 3, 1 1-12 are also rejected for lack of description as set forth above, for the same 
reasons as in claim 2. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

7. Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Charisius et 
al., USPN: 2002/0108101 (hereinafter Charisius). 
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As per claim 1, Charisius discloses a computer program product, tangibly embodied in 
an information carrier, for developing an application, the computer program product being 
operable to cause data processing apparatus to: 

receive a first model in a first language (e.g. Fig. 3, 5- Note: language neutral 
representation being instantiated as SCI package 304 from core model 302 reads on model being 
in first language whose Java classes are building blocks - graphical view 204 in Fig. 2, or 
package classes view in Fig. 5 - representing a given development instantiated to form the SCT 
model ), the first model defining development objects representing building blocks for 
developing the application (e.g. Fig. 12-18); 

generate a set of intermediate objects using the first model(e.g. Fig. 5; para 0061, pg. 4; 
TMM 200 - para 0058,pg. 4); and 

using the set of intermediate objects, generate an API (e.g. para 0091 , pg. 13; Fig. 7; para 
0064-0067, pg. 4 - Note: using the packages of code represented in the model of Fig. 3, along 
with templatized view of source code objects to generate an instance of RWI, IDE or SCI from 
the core API 702 reads on using intermediate objects to create one such API instantiated for. 
further tasks) wherein the API enables accessing the development objects (e.g. IDE: extract 
information from the model - para 0065; access information - para 0068, pg. 4; para 0089-0090, 
pg- 13). 

As per claims 2-4, Charisius discloses instructions to convert the first UML model to a 
second data model in a XML language (e.g. para 0099-0101, pg. 14 - Note: second language is 
XML, and first language is UML -see Fig. 12-18), wherein the set of intermediate objects is 
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generated using the second data model (Fig. 9, 10; Fig. 21 - Note: using the second model is 
treated - refer to 35 USC § 1 12 - as related to the context of generating the second model ). 

As per claim 5, Charisius discloses wherein the set of intermediate objects comprises 
Java objects (e.g. Fig. 5; Fig. \2-\6; java ...template - para 0089-0090, pg. 13). 

As per claims 6-8, Charisius discloses wherein the first language comprises a 
customizable extension (e.g. view 204, TMM 200, code editor 208 -Fig. 2; para 0064-0067, pg. 4 
); wherein the customizable extension is used to implement an additional feature of the API (e.g. 
para 0064-0067, pg: 4; Fig. 9), wherein the additional feature comprises an indication of a file 
border (e.g. file is new... file ... been updated — para 0090, pg. 13- Note: repository of model - 
Fig. 2-5 -having files being enlisted for a project and identified for its update status reads on 
model extension with indication to file borders including management or versioning metric). 

As per claim 9, Charisius discloses wherein the API comprises a copy and paste 
operation (e.g. Fig. 12-18, 22, 23; para 0090-0094, pg. 13 - Note: customization via user 
interface (see GUI pane with toolbar) to create instance of API from the core API of Fig. 7 
whereby the IDE enables modeling and delete/add of development objects reads on GUI API in 
which copy and paste are features operable user's modifications of a UML view ). 

As per claim 10, Charisius discloses a computer program product, tangibly embodied in 
an information carrier, for developing an application, the computer program product being 
operable to cause data processing apparatus to: 

receive a (first model in a first language); 

generate (a set of intermediate objects . . .); 

all of which being addressed in claim 1 ; 
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and generate an XML schema ( . . .using the set of intermediate objects as inputs) wherein 
the XML schema enables implementing the development objects (refer to claim 3). 

As per claims 11-14, refer to the corresponding rejection as set forth in claims 2-5. 

As per claims 15-16, Charisius discloses wherein the XML schema includes a tree based 
on aggregation relationships in the first data model; wherein the XML schema includes a 
reference based on an association relationship in the first data model (e.g. Fig. 24-25; Figs 26). 

As per claim 17, Charisius discloses wherein the XML schema includes a complex type 
extension based on an inheritance relationship in the first data model (e.g. Fig. 12-18; JAVA, 
group... defining elements, "hierarchy", para 0124-0126, pg. 18 - Note: UML and Java 
constructs parsed with construction of AC3 DTD and XML hierarchy reads on inheritance within 
some complex type in which a group is linked to constituting subelements). 

As per claim 18, Charisius discloses a computer program product, tangibly embodied in 
an information carrier, for developing an application, the computer program product being 
operable to cause data processing apparatus to: 

receive a first model (e.g. Fig. 3,5- Note: refer to claim 1); 

derive an API based on the first model (e.g. para 0091, pg. 13; Fig. 7; para 0064-0067, 
pg. 4 - refer to claim 1); and 

use the API to perform operations on a development object representing a building block 
for developing the application (IDE: extract information from the model - para 0065; access 
information - para 0068, pg. 4; para 0089-0090, pg. 13 - re claim 1). 

As per claim 19, Charisius discloses wherein the API comprises an interface layer (e.g. 
para 0064-0067, pg. 4 Note: RWI API reads on interface layer wherein diagrams can be user 
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driven), a proxy layer (e.g. IDE API reads on proxy layer wherein information are channeled, 
extracted and filtered for the interface layer to used) a state layer (e.g. SCI API reads on state 
layer wherein data received as-is is just displayed for plain view and editing by the RWI). 

As per claim 20, Charisius discloses wherein the operations comprise creating a new 
development object as a transient object (e.g. Fig. 12-18); and modifying the transient object . 
until the transient object is committed to a persistent file (e.g. Fig. 12-18; ; para 0090-0094, pg. 
13). 

As per claims 21-22, Charisius discloses comprising instructions to destroy the transient 
object if a delete command is requested before the transient object is committed to a persistent 
file; and to mark the persistent file as deleted if a delete is requested after the transient object is 
committed to a persistent file (e.g. Fig. 2; Fig. 7; Fig. 10AB; Fig 24-26; para 0118-0119, pg. 17 - 
Note: use of TMM transient structure to enable modifying/removing - as in not marked for 
persisting or committed for file repository - using the created API when parsing DTD or XML 
data which are previously stored reads on modifying a transient object and generate code when 
such object is committed; while retrieving corresponding DTD/XML reads on reusable objects 
being committed for DB persistence from a previous development instance). 

Response to Arguments 
8. Applicant's arguments filed 6/04/07 have been fully considered but they are not moot in 
view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Conclusion 
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9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tuan A Vu whose telephone number is (571) 272-3735. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8AM-4:30PM/Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on (571)272-3756. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is (571) 273-3735 ( for non-official correspondence - please consult Examiner before 
using) or 571-273-8300 ( for official correspondence) or redirected to customer service at 571- 



Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
directed to the TC 2100 Group receptionist: 571-272-2100. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



272-3609. 




Tuan A Vu 
Patent Examiner, 
Art Unit 2193 
July 22, 2007 



